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iir. >/olm DiiViS' 

20 East 10 3t., 
i'lew York, N.Y. 10003 

Dear i^r. Davis, 

I'y® road the ilSG/i. apoe.idix on the autopsy uaterials v/ith your letter of the 21st. 
Thanks for then. I see notiiiny in tliLs additional nonunent to KLakey's and lISGA's 
professional incompeti;nce to change anything I renonber vrriting you, particularly 
about liin/'fchpm as investigators. I'll give you a feu illustrations. Much this is 
not nei; at aJ.l. Blakey, consistent with his great and unjustified egp, pretends all 
of tills wan ills original work. I got the records of the transfers under and they 

were then made widely available. The Secret Secvice tracing of the . de voicing and 
printing was done for ne by Ton '■'^lley years earlier and I used this, as now recall, 
later, in Post Mortem. Tliere is more than tills on such items and had Blakey been 
really serious lie would liave focused on wliat was and was not done after these 
original inspirations and disclosurew inSladiwE of pretending tiiat he did it. True 
also of the ilichols law suit. Jolm ripped much off fron me, even duplicating a 
photo I'd had made and pretending tiiat was his original work. I raised tlie questions 
under FOId that he later raised in his case but Blalcey/ik>GA never followed up on any 
of tiiat. Then, as I told you, tliere is the matter of the FBI's access to tiiat and 
related stuff. He makes no mention of this at all, pretends, in fact, tiiat it was 
not the actuality, Tliis is particulai’ly significant on page 24 at (lO?), knew 
very well tiiat the FBI keeps and indexes careful records on such things yet he never 
even bothered to ask the FBI for tliem, I've chocked the footnotes and tills is clear. 

Even where he tallcs about the film at (l04^ he does not say but instead implies vihat 
is false, that the Secret Service preserved possession at tiiat point . 

Tliatna footlocker was locked is immaterial, locks are that easily picked and 
there are in the government people skilled at this. 

Burke Marshall's conjecture, I think you've noticed, is not unlilce mine, fear 
of sensational misi^es. 

There is nothing to indicate tiiat storage in at the archives was only 
"courtesy" and Blakey, consistent with his record, does not i iidicato what that part 
of the Archives is or who staffed it and who had access. SQi Ei^I did on a number 
of occasions, including had ling some ofntiie evidence, Tiie FBI did regularly. Blakey, 
when he finally gets arouini to mentioning: Marion Johnson, by name, never says that lie 
was in charge in, 617? jmd had assis-tants, Ho aiid they gave me access on a nuraber of 
occasions. If- h A TUO'fn 

The "search" described on 31 is a joke, not a real search. Moreover, iJLakey 
does not say how or on wliat occasion or from vfhat need Bohnson became "aware," In 
this connection, Blakey never mentions my lawsuit over the pix and X-ra;S^ and what 
follovied when Archives could not comply with the judge's order, 

■Hike so many, Blakey began with a determination of what lie wanted to say and lie 
did only what would tend to validate that and not what might not or would not. 

All of this, including what bears on wliat allots might have been fired from what 
points is much more coraplicated tiian is apiiarent to those who have not explored in 
depth and great detail. I've never had any doubt that more than three shots were fired 
and that at least some c.me from the front. I've never been convinced that any came 
from the "Oswald" window or that he fired any. And aside from concern tluit misuses would 
be possible, I know of :real motive Bobby would have had for any destructions. But 
have you asked yourself who might have had a serious interest in tlig: disappearance of 
whatever evidence tlie tissues could have hold? Government ^encies? iind related to 
shooting and the ammo? 

Best wishes, Harold V/eisberg 



